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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,3-4, 12-14, 17, 19-22, 27 and 29-31 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Bentley et al (5,987,242). 

Regarding claims 1, 

Discrete units of information pertaining to an image (note col. 12 lines 12-13, 
image file) having properties understandable by said hardware/software interface 
system (employed by CMS), 

Wherein said hardware/software interface system comprises an image schema 
(col. 1 1 lines 66 - col. 12 lines 1 -3, CMS comprises schema) to define at least one of an 
image item and at least one of an image property (col. 12 lines 1-3 and 18-20, schema 
defines image item). 

Regarding claims 3, 17 and 31, 

Wherein at least of an item in the image schema is a foundational item, 
constituting a foundational item type, for which all other image items manipulated in the 
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hardware/software interface system ore derived (note col. 6 lines 60-67). (Regarding 
claims 1 7 and 31 also see features of claim 1 ). 

Regarding claim 4, 

Wherein said foundational image item type comprises at least one property from 
among the following group of properties: wherein size constitutes the width or height of 
image in pixels (note col. 12 lines 52-57). 

Regarding claim 12, 

Wherein said hardware/software interface system comprises a photo schema to 
define at least one of a photo item and at least one of an photo property, and wherein 
said photo item is an extension of an image item type (note col. 10 lines 57-67, shows 
different schema domain specific wherein the domain can be photo). 

Regarding claims 13 and 27, 

Wherein at least on of an item in the photo schema is a foundational item, 
constituting a foundation item type, from which all other photo items manipulated in the 
hardware/software interface system are derived (note col. 10 lines 60-67, schema have 
items relevant to its functionality comprises its object) . 



Regarding claim 14, 
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Wherein said foundational photo item type comprise at least one property from 
among the following group of properties: a unique identification of an acquisition session 
for said photo (not fig. 18, block 110, tag ID). 

Regarding claim 19, 

Wherein at least one of a property in the image schema is a property for a region 
of said image, the region property comprising field for the left, top, right and bottom 
coordinates of said region (note fig. 5, block 60 member variable as shown in block 6 int 
and object). 

Regarding claim 20, 

Wherein at least one of a property in the image schema is a property for a region 
of interest of said image, the region of interest property comprising a field for a region 
(note col. 9 lines 65 - col. 10 lines 5, cites modifying by selecting region of interest). 

Region claim 21, 

Wherein said region of interest property of said image further comprises a field of 
principal (note col. 9 lines 65 - col. 10 lines 5, cites modifying by selecting region of 
interest and specific area, interpreted as field of principal). 



Regarding claim 22, 
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Wherein said region of interest property of said image further comprises a field 
for a confidence (note col. 10 lines 8-20, examiner interprets specified priority as 
confidence). 

Regarding claim 29, 

Wherein said hardware/software interface system comprises an analysis 
properties schema to define at least one analysis property (AP) of a photo item and at 
least one of an AP property, and wherein said photo item type is an extension of an 
image item type. 

Regarding claim 30, 

Wherein at least one property from among the following group of properties: 
similarity index (note fig. 10 table 84 and col. 16 lines 10-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 36-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bentley et al (5,987,242) in view of Jain et al. 

Regarding claims 36, 37 and 40, 
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Bentley discloses queries matching component specification. Bentley does not 
clearly disclose component specification as geographic locations. Jain discloses a 
query window including geographic location (note fig. 3, key word, ie. mountain and 
under weights location). Bentley and Jain are combinable because they are from the 
same field of endeavor. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills 
in the art to include geographic search in the system of Bentley as evidence by Jain. 
The motivation/suggestion for doing so would have been comparing objects by different 
schemas that reduces time when large number objects in the database (note col. 3 lines 
53-56). 

Regarding claim 38, 

Bentley discloses queries matching component specification. Bentley does not 
clearly disclose component specification as a person relationship in an image. Jain 
discloses a query window including a persons relationship in an image (note fig. 3, 
creator, this is person relationship in an image). Bentley and Jain are combinable 
because they are from the same field of endeavor. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art to include queried base on a person in the 
system of Bentley as evidence by Jain. The motivation/suggestion for doing so would 
have been comparing objects by different schemas that reduces time when large 
number objects in the database (note col. 3 lines 53-56) 



Regarding claim 39, 
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Bentley discloses queries matching component specification. Bentley does not 
clearly disclose component specification as a query based on an event. Jain discloses 
a query window including a query based on an event (note fig. 3, keywords i.e. snow an 
event). Bentley and Jain are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art to 
include query based on an event in the system of Bentley as evidence by Jain. The 
motivation/suggestion for doing so would have been comparing objects by different 
schemas that reduces time when large number objects in the database (note col. 3 lines 
53-56) 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory M. Desire whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7449. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (6:30-3:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bhavesh Mehta can be reached on (571) 272-7453. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



G.D. 

March 31 , 2009 

/Gregory M. Desire/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



